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Second Supplement to Memorandum 91-38

Subject: Study L-3002 - Powers of Appeintment {(Comments of LA County
Bar)

Attached hereto 1s a letter from Carol A. Relchstetter on behalf
of the Executive Committee of the Probate and Trust Law Section of the
Los Angeles County Bar Association in support of the first alternate
revision proposed on pages 7 and 8 of the First Supplement. This
alternative would adopt the general approach of the Restatement
concerning reasonable compliance with formalities for exercise of a

power of appointment that are imposed by the donor.

Respectfully submitted,

Stan Ulrich
Staff Counsel
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June 10, 1991

Stan Ulrich

Staff Counsel _

California Law Revision Commission
4000 Middlefield Road, Suite D=2
Palo Alto, California 94303-4739

RE: 5Stud =3002 owers o ointmen

First Supplement to Memorandum 91-38

Dear Mr. Ulrich:

At the request of Mr. James Birnberyg, I am writing to present
the comments of the Executive Committee of the Probate and Trust
Law Section of the Los Angeles County Bar Association regarding the
potential conflict between the "reasonable compliance" standard in
Assemblyman Horcher's proposal AB 1722 and the LRC proposal.

We support Alternative 1, favored by the Staff, for the
reasons set forth in the memorandum.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments. I expect
to attend the June meeting and will be glad to answer any questions
that may arise.

Very truly yours,

SIS

Carol A. Reichstetter

cc: Members of the Executive Committee




